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W Was-in hopes my former Letter might have Charm'd 
-- the:good Man, and laid that evil Spirit which Tor- 
-F': ments him. 'ButT am miſtaken: Mr. 0. is no Change- 
; ling,: he chuſeth fil to Scrible for:the Dzverſion rather 

than the Edzficati6n-of his Reader, as himielf I am rold has 
 confeſs'd, and which is manifeſt in the Aſwer. 'Tt is lefs to 
be wonder'd at, feeing this Itch -of Writing ſcurrilouſly 
ſeems to run iin the Blood , as yourrightly obſerv*d from: 
Engenizs his, late Pamphlet. With.mach ado he has pickt 
up:Four Inſtances out* of my: Letter, and*by the help-of 
miſrepreſentation, would Skreen himſelf from the Cenfure 
of .-Wiſe Men , as if he had only; beater the ReCQtor at his 
own Weapon. Much-good may his Victory do him; IT am 
not,-I own, skilPd: in-that Noble Science of Fencing with 
an. Adverſary, and 1onftead of Anſwering this Arguments, 
abufing:him with Contemptuous Language: - : 
- He informs you, * The Reftor has iffettually-ac- . * Tit Page. . 
quitted the;Diſſenters, '&c. And this I'll warrant you-muſt 
- paſs for:Fruth, without Jooking into the Lerzer or. the 4»/wer. 
Oh, fay the Mob, itsa plain caſe,” our Oracle has {aid it,'the 
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more underſtariding-ſort droop, hang the Head, ard are 
| A. - aſham'd: 
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sſham'd of their Advoeate. But how doth he prove this ? 
Why, he ſums up the cauſe, (you may be fure partially” 
enough) he tells, wat feats he has done, what Haydck he 


' has made in the Refor's Squadrons (#2. Argaments,) 


the moſt part whereof he has diſmounted, trampPd under 
foot, left ſprawling on;the ground. and weltring in their 
Bloud, whilſt the reſt being put into diforder were forc'd 
to fly and retire with Precipitation; the.unhappy- General 
mean while being-unable to rally or recrut his broken 
Forces. 

Now the pretence for all this boaſting is, The ReQor not 
diſtruſting the Judgment of the Intelligent Reader, would 
not trouble him with impertinent Repetitions : But left his 
Squadrons in the Field firm, and in good order, as they 
were, and (he believ*d) able to make good their Ground 
againſt all Oppoſition. There was then no neceſſity of en- 
creaſing his Troops, which had ſuſtain*'d no conſiderable 
loſs, that he knows of, nor is he yet ſenſible there is need 
of any new Levies. By this time the Metaphor is ſuffi- 
ciently {queez'd. 

The Titles are left out of the Liturgy Pſalms, becauſe intended 
to be Sung, This in good time is agreed-upon as a juſt De- 
fence of the Church of Expland. But Mr. O. will needs 
Ars. v.14. Dave the Honour of firſt ſtarting it. ?Tis nor 

'1 worth while toask why Mr. Delaune's Vindica- 
tor ſhould deſert and turn on the Church of England's fide, 
This 1s no good fign of Victory. Nor 1s it fazti, which of 
us can lay the beſt claim to the evpmee,, ſuch as it is. But be- 
cauſe they ſay, there is as much right in a Penny as in a 
Pound, Þ'lIl not loſe it for lack of demanding, See then Rs. 
Rs. p. 15. 1. 34. which were written before Mr. O's Vind;- 
cation. So that Mr. Miniſter is beholdex to My. ReQtor for 
that Plea, if a trifiing Truth may be ſpoken. - Hos ego ver- 
frewelos fect, talit alter Honorem. | 
I pretend not to a Preſident in Antiquity, or a Rubrick 

in 
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in our Church for repeating the P/aims alternately *,  * re fer aw 
But I reckon Crlbolrat jogd warrant for it, et hp vofels 
as*ris eſteemed a ſecond Nature-inome caſe;fo in ano- Noregctn, 
ther is to be accounted a ſecond fort of Command ++. rhe and 
We cannot tranſgreſs it without being Schiſmaticks, "9% £9n* 
Saying the Pſalms is a kind of Singing them,being di- +1Gr.11.16. 
ſtinguiſh'd from reading them by way of Inftruction: For they 
are appointed, as part of-our Devotion, which the Cuſtom cf 
our Church has determin'd unto alternate ſaying. We have 
no other Order for Singing the Pſalms in Meter, but Cuſtom. 
That Women may ſpeak in the Church is doubtleſs true, 
1.Cor, 11. 5. where by Propheſying 1 underſtand - 
Singing. St. Paul indeed forbids them to ſpeak 1 Ciror. 25, 1, 
in the Church, x Cor. 14. 34, 35. but explains ® # ® 7 
himſelf, 1 Tim. 2. 12. That they are not to Teach, or Speak 
Authoritatively : However they may ſpeak in Prayer and 
Praiſe. Is it not lawful for *em to fay Amen? Do not the 
Diſſenters allow: them to Sing ? In a word, when prejudices 
are laid aſide, Noiſe and por may be objected againſt 
Singing as reaſonably, as againſt ſaying the Pſalms alternatins, 
The Quakers will deride the Diſſenters Singing David's Pſalms, 
and call it Gzibble Gabble, or tonncing __ racketing them (in 
Eungenius his Language) with as much Reaſon and Juſtice, as 
the Diſſenters canour ſaying them alternately. 
I will be better than my word, and let Mr. O. fee, Iam able 
to recruit my Squadrons, though he has not ſhatter'd or dimi- 
niſh*d them : that the Titles of the P/a/ms are not Eſſential 
Parts of them,ſeems to be the Opinion of Mr. 4x, 
who Writes, © It is by the help of Tradition, that _Fudemenr 
« the Ancient Interpreters have added to the Pſalms 2,5". 
« ſych Titles, as expreſs their Deſign and their U- p. 20. ' 
<fage in the Synagogue. One might hope to'find $15.24 
ſhelter under the Wings of this Learned Perſon,at leaft to be ac-= 
quitred of Blaſphemy, if not of all Erroror miſtake. | 
I refus*d the Arbitration of Jerom, for Reaſons, which were 
not to the Honour of that Father. On th? other Hand, Mr. O. 
has adorn'd him with wonderful Encomiums in general. But , 
A 2 quia. . 


quid werba audio, cum fatia video. | Tf all were true;” his mn_ 
rc 


lar Faults are not covered thereby. :TheReQor was -forc'd to 
"Treat him in that mannaygofatisty theReader why hedeclin'd 
"biz Judgment, who was too Sceptical in the point to be re- 
'garded. But Mr. Br. without neceſlity let fly; and at once 
mauld and put to the Sword the whole Squadron of the Primi- 

B. ath tives. Nor do I want a very good Preſident for what 
'Þ. 1025- I did, the Famous Mr. Mede o wayv | © St. Ferom (faith 
&« he) is a Man of no Faith with me, when he deſcribes the 
< Opinion of his Adverſary,which he would ſet forth as odiouſly 
« as poſſibly could be. He was a Man that car*d not what he 
« ſaid, fo it might diſparage his:Adverfaries, asin 
«© the caſe of Vigilantins, and: Jovinian ; Again, St. 
&« Jero:zz was a moſt unequal Relator of the Opinion of his Ad- 
© verſary. What Credit he may deſervein this may appear in 
<« ſome fragments of thoſe Authors {till remaining, whom he 
 < charg'd with an Opinion direaly contrary to that which they 
« expreſly afirm*d. And = when he had ſtated ito, as it 
« muſt needs be Hereſy and Blaſphemy whoſoever held it, -he 
<« is found to fay he durſt not damn it, becauſe Me1ti virorum 
&« Eccleſiaſticorum & Martyraum iſfta dixerunt. 8 

Sic oculos, ſic ille manus, fic ora---- : 'unriddle me this, Phyl- 
lida folns habeto. | 

That all Ancient verſions of Scripture and the Fathers are 
uſeful to find the true Reading of Scripture will eafily be gran- 
ted, if you call to Mind what account weall make of the Poly- 
glot Bibles and Primitive Writers, That a Verſion of leſs 
Credit in general may in ſome particulars be truer than even 

| the LXX, or the Hebrew ſeems to be the Opinion 

B. 5. $1995, of Mr. Mede, He obſerv'd,that in both the Chro- 
oy nology .of Ger. 11. 26, 32. ch, 12. 4. compar'd 
with L#.7. 4. was miſtaken, and Corrected it by the Samari- 
tan Pentateuch, Now though for my own part I believe the 
Hebrew and LXX are not here faulty for Reaſons. not pro- 
per to be adduc'd 1n this place, . yet this ſhews what'that good 
Man's Sentiments were in the Caſe. Of the ſame mind 1s _y | 
Learn 
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Learned Dapin. © ?Tis not abſolutely neceſſary | 
< (faith he) that we ſhould always follow the $- Complece / 
&« maritan Pentateuch (which be afſerts to be an Origi- pp 90 
« nal and Authentick) nor are we always oblig*d to Par 1. p; 168. 
« follow the Hebrew Text. 

But Mr.O, 1s angry, that (as the'Papiſts ſend us to the Fa- 
thers for the ſenſe of Scripture ſo) the ReCtor carries us to them 
forithe Scripture itſelf, Bleſs me, thought I when I,read this, 
whither willvain Glory and thirſt after Victory drive a Man, 
and into whatAbſurdities betray him? This ausleie # arbonxic 
is yery fatal. ' Becauſe, forſooth, we ought not withour fear 
or. wit depend'on the Fathers .o»/y for the ſenſe of Scripture, 
neither are we beholden to- them. for the Scripture it ſelf. 
Whence-(I beſeech you) had we the Scripture, - but from our 
Predeceſſors in the Faith ? The Holy Fathers Principally, 
whoſe Writings are ſo many everlaſting Monuments upon. Re- 
cord'of their Divine Authority from whom we know, what 
Books were and what were? not - written by Inſpiration. 
Whence did we derive this knowledge but from them ? It was 
not brought us by an Angel from Heaven : We have it not by 
Inſpiration, or from an inſpi”d Prophet: It dropt not out of 
the Clouds, neither were we born with an innate Idea, or No- 
tion of the Divine Scriptures, which are-and which are not ſuch. 

If the examples already produced do not prove Corruptions 
inthe Hebrew Text (I am ſure as zealous ſticklers for the 
Hebrew verity as Mr. O. can be,haveconfeſſed it) ,,_,_, 

I ſend you then to the Margin for more. In one g61, 990, 5; 4 

of theſe places our Author Writes to A. B. Uſher 797, 708. 709. 
thus, © I durſt ſhew no ſuch Conceits as theſe, ** 1:99: 

« but to ſo. great an Antiquary, to whom the poſſibility of 
« Corruption by Writing is ſo well known, or rather the im- 
<« poſſibility to the contrary. How can it be-prov*d, that 

« the Church of the Jews. had a' greater: Privilege rhan 

« we, eſpecially ſince Prophefy ceaſed among them ? The 

« Maſorethical method was deviſed fince Chriſt an4 apylie4 

<« one Copy only, the: beſt, written by He : Suppoſing th:s, 

© yet other Copies mightin ſome things berighter than H#il/'s. 
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He argues elſe where, . the Hebrew 'is moſt liable to Corrupti- 
on 3 the Letters differing {6 very little are eaſily miſtaken one for. 
another. There is no ſecurity againſt Corruption, ' unleſs the 
Tranſcribers were inſpir'd : But whether for theſe Nineteen 
Hundred Years paſt any oneCopier has been inſpi*d,who he was, 
and which is theCopy,and where to be ſeentell,me, 
& eris mihi magnus Apollo. 

If any Corruption (tis pleaded) had crept into the Text, the Pep 
Men of the N.'T. would have Corretted it. Ani what if they did ? 
Bat we had rather follow the Maſorites, faith Mr. M. He after- 
wards obſerves ſeveral fuch Emendations, which you may 
examine at leifure. Is it not then equally probable, that St. Paw/ 
in his Epiſtle to the Romans, reſtor'd the 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
and 18. Verſes, to the 14th P/a/m? But we dote on the Maſo- 
rites, and had rather ftoop to the Rabbirs than tothe Apoſtle. 

St. J«ſtin underſtood the Hebrew, ſoT argu'd from his be- 
429. 2. ininit. inga Native of Flavia, a City in Paleſtine. This 
Squadron Mr. O. meddles not with: It keeps the Field-ſtill as T 
might ſay peacebly. But (fanh he) the Martyr has miſtaken 
the Etymology of Iſrael : For it is deriv*d from Sarah ; Ih (not 
Is) ſignifies ver, and therefore he will not allow J«ſtin to have 
been skilld in Hebrew. A. 

x. Criticks take a great deal of Liberty in Etymologies, they 
are like Hereticks in Religion, often broaching new Conceits, 
which though not always exaQtly true are not to be aſcrib'd 
unto their Tgnorance, but ſingularity and a certain Delight 
they take /adere Campo Philologie,and to ſtart Paradoxes in that 
kind of Learning, ſuiting their Erymologies to the Argument 
before them. The Martyr doubtleſs had his Eye upon Ger. 

22.-24. Where the Perſon that Wreſtled with Jacob. is calPd 
WR ir from whence he fancy'd TIſrael'was derived. For 
the Eternal x«y©- here appearing in the ſhape of a Man, and 

| being therefore'SeayipwnQ. gave unto Jacob his own Name (as 
I ſhall ſhew) a name ſuitable to his own Nature, and Typical 
of it. Jaftin's Criticiſm therefore is not contemptible, nor is he 
to be thought a dunce in the Hebrew on this ſcore. But you'll 
ask perhaps,why then did notJ«fen write Ib ? And how comes 
itto yaſs that we write it not Ifbrael, but Iſrael? A. * 2. As 
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2. As for Jaffis you" muſt note the Greeks have no ſuch - 
Letter as /þ which therefore they always turn into a ſimple 
5, as may be ſeen in- the LXX. and Greek Teſtament: Ex. 
Gr.Shimeon inthe Hebrew, Gen. 29. 33. iS oupewy in the LXX. 
and in Le.2:25. and Sher, Gen.5.33. is. ou in the LXX.and in 
Lye. 3.36.50 that we need not wonder Juſtin Martyr Writes [5 
for vir, tho? the Hebrew writes it 16. And as for us in Engliſh, 
wevery frequently turn into $#»,as if there were no difference 
between the two Letters. We Write Simean, Iſaiah, Sammel, 
Abſolom, Ahaſuerus, and others, with a $i» in ſtead of the Shiz, 
from whenceT infer that w was Originally but one Letter,tho” 
afterwards made two,and deſtin uiſfod by a point on the right 
Shoulder of $hzz, and on the left of Six. - Buxtorf thinks that 
Shin was the only Ancient Letter of the Hedrew Alphabet, S:- 
being brought into the Room of Sameth, haply after Juſtin's 
time. Tf fo then » is the ſame Letter in 1/rae/and in 1þ. Note 
again, that the Ephraimites, Fad. 12. 6. could not pronounce 
$#ip, but ſaid Sbboleth inſtead of Sh:bboleth : Queftionlels then 
they faid 1s alſo and not Jb,and' fo with them there was no fuch 
Letter as W nor any uſe of it : *Tis probable it might be thus a- 
bout Flavis, which haply occafion'd F«ftin's Etymology. In 
this variety and uncertainty about the Letter w *tis hard Juſtin 
ſhould be taxt for want off S$kill in the Hebrew 'Tongue, tho? 
he took the Liberty of Starting-an uncommon an var, þ 
But eſpecially conſidering it was ofer*d in confirmation of the 
human Nature of the Aoy@- andTrypho the Jew had nothing to 
objea _—_ it, one would be apt to believe it was the true 
one. But, | a | 

3- Upon a review of thar Paſſage in Jufti» Martyr, *tis oy 
probable the Father hit upon the trueEtymology 0 het -4 
he tells us ſignifies ar0pwrO9: rior Pura that is, N-DW-UR 
I/-ra-el by ContraQtion. Tis true preſently after he renders 
Iſra arlperr. leaving out vey, but it may well be imagin'd a 
defect or fault of the M.S. ſeeing he had before obſery*d, that 
Iſrael ſignifyed a Men overcoming God, At leaft (Thope Wt 
Wilriot be deny*d butthat there is a great deal of ingenuity in 
\J«ſtizs Criticiſms, and that *tis likely enough he underſtood 
the Hebrew Language. ER 
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.. Granting Juſtin has givenus a wrong Etymology of 1/rae/ 
it . | not 8; $o he underſtood not Hebrew. One Ares by 
the fame Reafonaffirm Mr. 0. underſtarids- neirher Greek'nor 
Latin, nor yet Engliſh, but Welſh only, becauſe he has mi- 
ſtaken bim{:1f ſometime or other iri all thoſe Languages. But 
this is manifeſt, the ana frequently quotes the Hebrew as 
well as the LXX.where there was a different Reading, Dzal. p. 
360.. and gives us the Reaſon. of it, wiz. That. his Reaſoning 
thence might not be ſet at naught bythe Fews,that various Reading 
being not concerned 1n his preſent Argument with Trypho. By 
the way then I infer hence,as very probable;that Jeſtin us'd the 
ſame Care and precaution, . when he Challeng'd the Jews with 
corrupting the Scriptures, that is, had his/Eye upon both Texts. 

But. I am ſurpriz'd that Mr. 0. : ſhould/afſert, - that: in the 
Word 1/rae!, by Suyapi.” El Juſtin means no other God, but the 
God of this World ihe. Devil, which the blund'ring Reftor (elſe- 
where call'd blind Bayard) makes to. ſignifythe:true God. Ts the 
Maa poſſeſt ? What ? The true God gave thename of the Devil 
unto the Holy Patriareb,; and that becauſe he WreſtFd with the 
true God. and. prevaiPd ? Tt - could never; entets into. any 
good Man's Noddle that the Divine a&y@- Bleſſed Facob 
with the. Devil's.name,T will at Adventures affirm the Martyr 
never thought nor ſaid:ſo.'. A httle-after-.indeed;he ſeth E/ 
$vreps for the Dev/,whom he deſcribes for diftinQion fake,rhe 

- Serpent azd Satan, but,not with reference unto 1/rael. 

Fuſt. Did. Tn ſhort, _he hath by. gopd luck clear'd himfelf;” in 
p. 355-E-F: this matter thus , 1ſrae was his name from above 
(arwber from Heaven) by which Chriſt calld Jacob Bleſſing him 
with his-own name, . but not: with, the Devils ſurely. - :;-- ! 

| Lam ftill of the mind, that with, Jerom and in his time the 

- Hebrew-read Dext. 32.8. as the LXX. doth at this day. All 
Nationsbut 1/rael were ſubje&ted. tothe Angels, and govern'd 
by them as the Learned believe , - which..Dr. Scot 

Chriſtian Life has 'well explain'd ;.and , confirm'd. -'. He: farther 
_—_— ſhews how probably Azge/s.in that Text was chang*d 
| _ into Chilaren of Iſrael... ol ara: Gm thus IN 13 
Sons of Goa, q. d, Angels, but the._Tranſcribers ſuſpeCting 1/4 
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to be-loft-out 'reftor&it;;] and {o' it became 0 WE: og, 

Children: of Iſrael.” \ Serting thi afide;”Jerom Holding the Do- 
Qrine of Angelocracy confirned jrom Der. 32. 8. according ts 
theLXX.faith Me. 0. But —_— __ never have done contra- 

ry to the Hebrewrverity, preferri eLXX. to it. His goo 
Friends = Altes the Jews, woulSroa him no thanks PLS 
as I gue 13 aro enoh 1.07 * adt | 43, Y | Ws AP 
. There isa perfe Agreement (ME. O: avers it) between the 
Hebrews and the" LXX. /in t Sew. 17. he knows''it t6 be fo, 
he has conſelted the Chapter, -and you may depend, upon i, 
 Butblind Bayar4s Eyes once more deceive him, or Mr, O.' js 
taken-in the manner once more. ' What will not ſorne Men f 
to ſave their Bacon ? 'Twenty Four Verſes of that'i7th"Cha 
ter:-1n the'Hebrew-are miſſing/in the XX.” : hamthoroe 
Yo . Mr. 0.-might is well 
acquaint the. World . that he and” T are agrefghy Beſides, Tet 
' him compare the 26, x7; and'x8th Chapters, as T defir'd him: 
and then tell me, -if*the LXX.-have not given us a ftraight 
and intelligible Narrative of Davids Attion, whilt in the He- 
brew the courſe of the ſtory is intolerably broken, perplext and 
tranſpos*'d without remedy. ''Mr. 0. ſees nothing; of this, al- 
though I'know a Child of twelve Years Old; who't*other day 
diſcerning thediforder,-ask*d whether there were oO 
two Davids; 'ONE Saul's Armour bearer *, the/0-> = Chap. 16, 
ther. that ſlew: Goliah 4,” becauſe Saul knew'hitm ap. 27: 
not, 'v. 55. | | | | o 
Iam bonthine Mr. 0. ſhould have the 'Liberty of explain- 
ing'hitaſelf,- when he' faith; The not' reading the” Titles of the 
Pſalms is |4x innocent Omiſſion'; 'which' (he pleads) was ſpoken. 
in excuſe of the Parochial Afſemblies,' and not of the Difſenters 
(as the ReQtor miſtakes) 'rhey do read the'Titles.But © Oo 
the matter 1s;not yet mended : His words are *,  *- Farther-” 
« Now ſince: the» Pſe/ms are-' read ' not ſurig 9 53-1 
+ inour C— ch wccb nc rms And the 
<« Scripture / © -not''to''be:expungd” out of the” _ | 
&« P/alter---They may and owght to be read as part of the yt 

"So 
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endtherefore ſhould 'nor be: left out of the Rea 
: betwegn 1 


Ged 

» Hogs. --. Butthis is nat the Coi 
of : The not reading of them is an. rataruay” rv toro 
Tn ſhort thus, . the Titles evght'to be read _in Parachial® Afſem- 
Vles becauſe the Pſa/ms are read there and/not-ſfung, bur yer 
e not reading them is an /#w0cent Omifſian -- Is/not: this'rare. 
_—_—_ ern rrp ko ought to be done can be ixwocertly 

} one,.. t9; 15a ſtrange m 
We tO Com prag”. PU noticaltit vile, arpiou yoo one pope 4 


But cannot Swallow it... Atthis. —heypag, oa may e'en gc A 
way.our Bibles, . renounce all Religion and” As Er 
the Diſſcnters perry reading the Titles,. I would: ask how bften, and 
Ry pgas Ord | reis.no diretionfor itin the Reformati- 
Li where 'one ought: to e t. " Belides; I 

y atP lies, -xherc_not-ſo 


Ch pockes R/a/ms themſelves-were read; and near a thouſand 
- times: (I re) where; thouglt the Pſalms were: now and 
WI.) pes A yet the Titles -were. not. | Innocent Omiſſion'! [In 
pre the -Diflenters, .if * one-way gueſs:at their Principles by 
their, Practice,do not take elves abſolutely oblig'd to read 
- the Scripture 1a their tated Aſſemblies, but- wilt omit this Ce- 
remony: when-ever, they: pleaſe'-to.; make room for: their-own 
Sermonsand LeQurings,, which juftle-ont:'the| Word of” _ 
And the People Love to: have it fo: -T complain jior;"if 

Reading: the Word be paſs*d by and! neg : Bit if | there 
beno Sermon, what outcries will they make, as if they were 
Sake lack of Bread ?- And again; whea the Word of 'God 
(Boa ray omwnany. - land ee Images till the Mi- 
ins his rouſe, and-liften 'with 
attention, ſeemin; eo be mvill :dng'Wortd' of his 

ry ſhowd = by.'the way unobſervd. - Now'is 'it fit 
theſe Men ſhould reprogeh us for reading the A pocrypha now 
and then, or omitting the Titles of the Pſalms s Te were to. be 
29 View vauld their own Faults/ and amend them in 
fad of qu OS arangrtOuiizaceni)Appviceaaeys 
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But that would have 'quite ſpoiPd his A ent. - For eve 
one then_ would have perceiv'd at firſt .{ight, that the Text 
ſpeaks only of matters belonging to civil Converſation. Bur 
expreſſing the Paſſage 'thus, neceſſary things indefinitely, the 
Reader would be apt to run away with the Bait, and take it 
for granted, that the Apoſtles appointed nothing in Religious 
Worſhip, but neceſſary things, which is not nor can be prov'd 
from thus Text, -Iaihort, Mr. Bexter's Argument-(which in- 
deed is none at all) appear*d plauſible by the Omiſſion of Theſe, 
and he is juſtly filpetted to have _ to inſnare his Rea- 
"der. ''I know an ingenious Perſon who was thus deceiv*d by 
'him. | 
But the Author of the Homzlie cannot juſtly be tax*d witha- 
ny fuch fallacious Deſign. He was urging the particular Duty 
of abſtaining from Fornication as neceſlary, and prov*d it from 
the Text;zwhich among other neceſſary things forbids: Fornicati- 
-on. His Argument 15 neither better nor worſe by his omitting 
Theſe.” Nay,” the Turn'of the whole Period, as he contrived” 
it, would not admit Theſe to be taken in. It would have been 
' Non-ſenſe to ſay-——Theſe neceſſary things: Among others they willed 
them : This latter Word Other in a New diftin& Sentence re- 
quir'd, that Theſe ſhould be left out in the former. But enough 
-and tod much of this trivial Point. B 2 Here 
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fend you to our former Writings, be ng e you or. 


m any unneceſſary Trouble. And- ell EE 
he” ne of Readers would- not. its am pre teazd, ee 


the Repetition of the ſame things over * - am: ſenſible. 
it would be to very little TD... T remain, the, | 


*4 


Your AﬀeR. ad very,” 


Humble Servant. 


"_ a4 2 


= Y i Ky 


- _— 10) Ti: Th: eds. OILS I] ofsn 03 Qfil To VEaDm» 


o flT ret * &. rs } 16. W720 7 £ HET 25} 15. 
THE nk c119513 await IO I1.28V7 7c 5 


Vio1 


- - cc ; p - . T 
Lac oart v7 Se... . fy Y1 16 tin df3197 vis 


| Body almoſt ball noticbor the f 
thy that is"in the-1"Sam& 16," 17,18, Ch 
came tomy hands very lately the followin 
which: pretends to” reſtore them to their Natur 2 rel 
and gives a'ConjeQture how'poffibly this Confufion might 
have happen'd. In the Abe nce of the Author of the : 
going Letter, there bei —— neat ati Agreement in the;Ar- 
gument;: I have made bo ASA this a5'an Appendix, the 
rather becauſe the faid Anthor ſeems to believe, the diffi- 
culties,: whetewith: thefe*C 'S Are perplexts. | to be.1n- 
ogeppias gattirations Reitietly.” © - 
Courſe of th&Hiftory of Dawjd, in's i $6m.16;0 7 
13; Chapters isdifordertd: Everyone: ſees, and the. Wagint 
for that Reaſon as T fanke) in'their 'Verſion;or ſome Tran- 
ſcriber, has intirely expung'd "Fwetity four Verſes, out of 


the x7.' Chapter, and: NE 8. by \ 
they maderhe ſtory very eaſy inTiniteNlip Ha 
ir of all che dificul Thich ap phgroor 


twenty t roo tink een 

the =  audEigh ſeeing they contain a piece of the Hiſto- 
ry, which no where elſe is ſo much as hinted at. I there- 
fore chuſe of the two, to believe rather that the parts of the 
Narrative have been tranſpos'd,. which therefore I am 
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endeavouring to ry unto their right Order. But firſt 
let us take a view of the in theſe three Chapters, 
as WE noOW have a in ebrew Text gy our "_ 


here. Whereas on the Onerary 


theſe two \mv2eak >». a chem i is neceſry, 
as wF oharocgs El 
. In'the x i avid ig em aploy'd; in the meaneſ | 


Offices y his "Father fe "wiz, Sena ing the Sheep ; 
Snub?d_ by his Eldeſt es Eliahy as:too: Aafibiriouk'an 
Aſpiring , though | CHIPEEr: 16. he "had 'beencin the pr 
fence of his Father rethren Anointed Seu/'s Succelſor. 
and thedeſign'd King of 1rael. Neitherof which Tam per- 
Rged ought- nor. Owl; have been done: after Devid's 


th ter * Iz Tong call David Youth, mallved efites 
th Liſts ik with the knowing whe tEWas to n= 
| RP y *tis able toes 

t, callshim Low Man andStripling, i wy 
Den) had ſometime before. been Anoiated: King, and-ad- 
vanc'd to be Sol's 's Armour-Bearer; ;and was then known 
to bei'a Men of: War,. Obs pee Ju Matters. All which 
ſuppoſe that + was beyo A SeeIgs in the x6th'Chap- 
fer, and muth more in the 17th. 

4. Tnthe17th £7 Sal. Fans: not to have oup 
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Devid Swan of. kmp oo OE 
Wang That David:be ve intel Wiſh 
Favour of the | People» and DT 


needs have:ha 
De ens os 
.. 'd eur ms 6,7 
gin yo. hi jeſs) Submiſk r= chat whe? ng 
there ſhould vibwig0 7) ok the 
Pen ona" inconvenenoeare aro 
I would then: immediately afte Sth Chapter 


the 17th; all but the: Verſe: the" GT eny $. Ko 


T>o47a 


ONS which: aint the Phlhncs hr Yar and 


his Framphant :Re 
Verſe of that rBth Chapter [a EreYetiayoan) a 'dif- 
Pleas'd; [becauſe the People aferib'd more unto'Dzvid, than 
w_ the __ and: fays: he Whut can David haye more utthe © 
Rerkfors- in the next Cnene. } I yould read 
— of the x: th Chip teril But David ' 


= thatSawd was elf inal] H 
mag ont em Het Wes 
from Sauk to feed his Fathers Sheep at 
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I ye es 1 ntirely to the. end. 
The latter part whereof'is an Account how David return'd 
to Court, to-Play-upon his Harp and thereby to refreſh'Savl, 
when the Evil Spirit vexed him,' as alfo-how he was made 
yours TORE: All this happen'dunto. Devis, be- 
&u(s t- was then well known, that' D=vid was a Stalful. 
ns on the Harp: (we'may : Brews he had in the Camp - 
frequently. 


ana accepted in the' fipht' 
Wars cn Se? Srv: a os 
s ah If fe tO! ny Ver Gs __ —_—_ of 
David who was. thus become popular an WOE 
ſome. ſecret; Intelligence. by-this \ er he been 
Anointed to ſucceediin the Throne) ;ExediDavid 'from that 
eenes This Jealouſie. brought again the Evil Spirit 
{,. ſo that in; the very next-the roth Verſe tis ſaid 
jy x pac to paſs an the Morrow (of that day when Saul 


began. firſt to Eye David). that the Evil $ pirit from God 
ne | þon Saul The-ſtory afterward is tar 
AF: WWn: 


{1 foreſee. well gal; be askt how-all this di 
"happen; in-the. ſacred -Hiſtory-? Whereunto I 


inſier,. that..the matter of| Fat rem to'me ſoevident 
both from; the. perplexury of the Narrative, as it lies at pre- 


ſent. Sar Bib and from that; Agreement which 
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of ry. thus put toge- 
THF that I reekon, this not a' ſufficient ObjeQion. Be- 
ſides, if 1 may. allow'd to account for this, ' as.the Lear- 
ried Jo for other ſmaller Corruptions, I need not deſpair of 

ko at a 8 probable way how this might come to paſs. 
;Thus.. twogreater Seions, which make up the 


15th and. 17th. Chapters as, wy now ſtand -in our Bibles; 


might have been: written upon; two differentRolls'or looſe 


pris And Saul ſet 


FarchmentolN oeafaly: cd or miſtaken by theCopier, | 
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Me FawnfeLri ng 


| with bis Father at 


Sheep x Bethfehem, v p 
get into the Text dobig Takes "N coop Whom ec ing 
there was no expres mention 4 any Diſcourſe between 
| Saul and David, except that in Chapter 17. 32. & Verſe 58.. 
| conclnded;that the five firſt Verſes of the 18 '© \ ſhould 
| be plac immediately after the 17th Chapter, as they now 
of 5x ſtand in our Bibtes. Such kind of Accounts as "theſe Cti- 
ticks are wont to give of other miſtakes, wh 7 00t this 
that Thave now offer'd paſs as probable, Bet 5: offible. I 
carmor admit of the Prolepfis, which the inſpir'd Pen-Men 
of the Hiſtory would never "have fallen into after ſuch a 
grofsrmatmner as renders the whole ſtory extremely coiifus'd, . 
ad impoffible to' be clearly underſtood. In a word, the - 
Threat of the Hiſtory is io often broken, that it ſend 
neceffary to reftore the parts to their Natural Order, where- 
m 190 believe they were firſt written. '. But ſuppoſing the - 
Sacred Hiſtorian felt fo ofteninto the Prolep ogy ems it may be 
be granted {'Thope )' that we have gain'd” muck. by 
this re cup that the genuine Orders If time, . when 
happen 4 here difcover'd and render'd ea « 
tobe Py feed. ich IT am Principally concern'd for. 
Bt as for the e tions of ſeveral Difficulties in this 
Hiſtory, which the Criticksin the $) nophts, who do.not in- 
'the Proleplis niſhed: us with, I ſhall in the 

Ys ce Thew;that they are weak,forC'd,and have no pro- 
babiſiry atall inthe. . 

Fr is faid upon Chapter 17. 7-4 8. that Dawd was not 
chen ſufcienly known unto Di hats uſe he 
went from Ce ero feed his Revvorng $ Sheep : 
fore the Ring enqu WEE and of his Family. 


[8] 

.A. .It is incredible Sa«/ ſhould ſuffer his Armour-Bearer. 
foretire ſo.often to feed Sheep, or frequently diſpenſe with. 
his Abſence, who was to be conſtantly at hand to Play upon 
the Harp, when ever the Evil Spirit came upon Sazl, 
Beſides, if David frequently went home, he frequently re- 
turn'd unto. Court,and ſo was better known unto the King. 

"It.is faid, Sax! was taken up with the weighty Afairs of 
the Kingdom, fo that altho? he formerly knew David and 
his Family, ch. 16. 18. yet he had forgot him, ch. 17. eſpe- 
cially being often troubked with the Evil Spirit. 

A. Saul was not at that time troubled with the Evil 
Spirit, it 1s manifeſt. .If he had been often troubled with 
it, yet he loſt not his Memory and Underſtanding thereby, 
ch. 18.10, 11. ch. 19. 9, 10, 11. David at the Combat with 
Goliah was gbuſStri pling twenty years old haply,for he was 
but 3o at SauPs Death, 2 Sam. 5. 4. ſo that there could not 
be ſufficient time between Sa«/'s making him his Armour- 
Bearer and the Combat, for Sal to have forgot David. 
In a word, Princes in their Conſulations about the Affairs 
of State, are wont to confer with their Principal Qfficers 
and Miniſters, of whom doubtleſs David the Armour- 
Bearer was one, at leaſt had frequent Occaſions to attend 
his Maſter, 'and laſtly, being often admitted into Sau/'s 
Preſence to Play upon the Harp, it is Morally impoſſible 
Saul could in a little time forget him and his Father*s Houſe, 

- Tt is faid Princes are not. wont to know their Servants, 
eſpecially who'have Merited at their Hands ; therefore 
Saul made himſelf ſtrange unto David, ch. 17. 55, 58. tho? 
otherwiſe he could not chuſe but know him. 

A. Saul had no reaſon to .diſſemble his knowledge of 
David. David had oblig*d him by refreſhing him with his 
Harp, and ſcaring away theEvil Spirit. But then Saul had 
rewarded him with the Honourable Office of Armour- 
Bearer. That which mak@Princes to forget, or to pretend 
to forget their Subjets is, when they cannot, or will not 
recompenſe them. But this was not the caſe. Again ie 

ui 


. CUB ddl | —_ . B 2 hae - ha Pt Ne IN * 4. As * wy EPVTY - 7 
- - ws - . 2 
* 


Id had ſlain Goliah, and occafion'd thereby the total defeat 
.and overthrow of the Phzli/tines ; this was a noble and de- 
ſerving exploit. - Right ! But this was not the time, nor 
was it to any purpoſe at preſent to hide his former know- 
ledge of David; For all David's pretence now unto a further 
reward ,of his Services, was his ſucceſsful Combate and 
flaughter of the Giant, and pgwervation of the Armies of 
Iſrael thereby. As to the reward of this Afton, it 
matter'd not whether Sal had or had not been acquainted 
with. David formerly : Still the reward was due, though 
Saul had never before ſeen-or known him. 

Tt is ſaid, David's Face was changed and his Beard grown, 
ſo that Saul knew him not again. * 

A. How could David's Beard be grown, who was as 
yet but a Youth, a Stripling, and a Beardleſs Boy, ch. 17. 

Tt is aid, he appear'd now before Saul like a Shepherd, 
and not in his Courtly Habit, ſo that Sau! knew him not. 

A. *Tis as eaſfie to ſay, heappear'dat firft, ch. 15. be- 
fore the King m his Shepherd's Garb , which Saul! might 
eaſily know again. | 

It is finally ſaid that Sal only enquir*d after the Lineage 
of David; tor he knew his Perſon well enough. * 

A. If Saul knew and remember'd David's Perſon, he 
could not have been ignorant of his Pedegree, Tribe and 
Family, ,yhichaerdavell mown unto Sau! when he made 
him Armour-Bearer, ch. 15. 18, 19, 22. 

To conclude, many Incongruities in this ſtory are not 
at all indeavour'd to be accounted for : Thoſe excuſes, 
wherewith ſome of *em are palliated, ſeem fo trivial, weak 
and ill grounded, that T am hereby farther and more firmly 
convinc'd that the order of the ſtory has been ſome way or 
other diſturb'd and ought ſome way or other to be reify'd, 
Whether I have contributed any thing thereunto, I leave 
to the Judgment of other Mefi. | 
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an two.or three Oblereables'\ane ini tho Gidtr 
as ris found in our Bibles, whichoupht note 
forgot, David was I Rr God quetionleE defi to'be 
ies -, pln -abag c - 
to make way for his ſncceeditig- Sawt in the Tons 
But Dav:d,tho? rhere had happen*d.no | derween him 
| _ and the return'd to his Fathers 
6. 17. 15-, Sheep, and. Fefſe ententain'd him, which was. 
{as much ASin A lay) to'defeat the Purpote of God, and 
expe another way than what God had appointed for his 
. attaining the Crown.. It might alfo-be askd, 
Cb.17.. why did not the Armour-Bearer preſent him- 
Self to his Maſter, make a tender of his Service according | 
to his Office ? Whence was it, . that he needed to be intro- 
duc into the King? s Preſence by ſome Courtier, and was 
receiv*d as a. mere Stranger. With what Face could El;ab 
Challenge Saus Armour-Bearer with'Pride and Naughti- 
neſs of for attending his Maſter in the War. A 
word, is it likely the King's Armour-Bearer ſhould appear 
m the Field with his Shepherd's Habit, ch.:17. As yet 
then he had been neither Anointed,nor taken into SauPs Ser- 
vice, but HERR erd, and by -Confequence- the 
z7th Chapter © fore the 16th, at leaft is before 
I in the Order © Frine, though the. 16th by a bold mM 
was putfirſt by the Hiſtorian, ov fas branScrifhse 
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